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Responses to Comment Submission 9,  
Letter from Randy Buchanan, Burbank, WA 

 
 
 

9-1. The Wallula area is arid with low summertime rainfall.  Historical 
data for summertime precipitation in the area (obtained from 
National Weather Service records) are as follows: 
 
Average Monthly Precipitation (inches per month) 

Station May June July August 
Walla Walla 1.6 1.0 0.6 0.8 
Kennewick 0.6 0.4 0.16 0.4 
Ice Harbor Dam 0.9 0.7 0.24 0.5 

 
The applicant used the Seasonal/Annual Cooling Tower Impact 
Program (SACTIP) model to estimate droplet deposition at the 
Dodd Road cherry orchards.  The modeled summertime rate was 
0.0002 inches per month.  The modeled deposition is insignificant 
compared to any of the baseline precipitation rates listed in the 
above table. 

9-2. The applicant’s SACTIP modeling shows it is unlikely that droplet 
deposition, shading, and increased humidity from the cooling 
towers would affect growing and drying of hay or alfalfa.  Droplet 
deposition would be a small fraction of existing summertime 
rainfall rates.  Plume shadowing during the summer would occur 
for only a few hours per season.  Water vapor from the cooling 
towers would add approximately 5% to existing naturally 
occurring water vapor blowing past the region.   

9-3. Section 3.2 has been revised to more specifically include humidity 
and plume location in relation to the Buchanan cherry orchards.  
Please see Chapter 3 of this Final EIS for updated text. 

9-4. Section 3.2 discusses potential impacts caused by salt deposition 
from the cooling towers.  The applicant has agreed to install a 
water treatment system on the cooling tower recirculation system 

to reduce salt emissions in the cooling tower drift.  The modeled 
salt deposition rates are much lower than threshold values 
recognized to pose an impact to agriculture. 

9-5. Water that would be withdrawn from the wells at the Boise 
Cascade fiber farm would be used at the plant site, a few miles 
from the area where the water is removed.  With the exception of a 
small amount of water that would be used at the plant site for 
employee drinking and sanitary waste, essentially all of that water 
would evaporate, either during the cooling process or from the 
evaporation ponds.  The water would not be released to the ground 
or groundwater as it currently is when it is applied for irrigation.  
Therefore, there is very little potential for contaminating 
groundwater as a result of the plant’s water use.  Also, the 
pumping from these wells is expected to result in less overall 
drawdown than currently, so there is little potential for impact to 
crops from lowering of the water table. 

9-6. Section 3.2 in Chapter 3 of this Final EIS describes plume shading.  
The SACTIP model accounts for plume shading during periods 
when a visible steam plume passes nearby (but not directly 
overhead) and obscures a low sun angle. 

9-7. Section 3.2 has been updated to address temperature impacts to the 
cherry orchards.  Please see Chapter 3 of this Final EIS for updated 
text. 

9-8. The applicant proposes to convert the Boise Cascade fiber farm 
land that is acquired to natural vegetation.  Also, by conversion of 
the water rights for industrial use for the operation of the power 
plant, the applicant would not have the authority to use water 
available to grow crops on this land. 

9-9. Chapter 2 of the Draft EIS described the process used to determine 
the optimal project characteristics (including location) with the aim 
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of limiting adverse impacts while still meeting the purpose and 
need for the project.  The process used to develop alternatives, to 
eliminate alternatives from further analysis, and to modify the 
Proposed Action is presented in that chapter.  Several sites were 
considered as possible locations for the Wallula Power Project, but 
the selected site was the only location identified in the southeastern 
portion of Washington that met all six screening criteria considered 
appropriate by the applicant (see Section 2.4.1 of the Draft EIS). 




